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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION ~ 

* a^S^ ^ «» « ~* however, maya rep,y oe 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for rep* wi,.. o^stafc^ communication. 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|g| This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 1 453 O G 21 3 

Disposition of Claims ' * w>va - 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 and 16-26 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Kl Claim(s) 1-12.16-26 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

otice of References Cited (PTO-892) > . . 

3) U Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office . 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) Office Action Summary 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/17/03 has been entered. 

Status of the claims 

2. Currently, claims 1-12 and 16-26 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-12 and 16-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA) in view of Noguchi, 
USPAT 5,361,150 (provided by the applicant). 

5. The AAPA described in the present application discloses in pages 3-4 and shows 
in Fig. 2, a color filter substrate for use in a liquid crystal display device comprising: 

- a substrate; 
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- a black matrix (33) having a pattern on the substrate; 

- red (R), green (G) and blue (B) color filters (35) in red, green and blue color 
filter patterns of the black matrix respectively and wherein the red, green and blue color 
filters constitute a display area where color images are shown; and 

- an alignment key (37) at the periphery of the substrate. 

The AAPA differs from the claimed invention because it does not disclose the 
identification mark being formed in a non-display area at a periphery and near a corner 
of the substrate. 

Noguchi discloses a substrate wherein an identification mark is formed in a non 
display area at a periphery and near a corner of the substrate (Figs., 4, 5, 8). Noguchi 
further discloses that by providing the identification mark on a blank portion of the 
display pattern unit excepting display and terminal areas thereof, it is possible to obtain 
a display device in which an identification mark can be readily viewed from the surface 
thereof so that control of product such as process control and reliability control can be 
sufficiently achieved (col. 2, lines 51-68). 

Noguchi is evidence that ordinary workers in the art would find a reason, 
suggestion or motivation to form an identification mark in a non-display area at a 
periphery and near a corner of the substrate. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify the substrate of the AAPA by forming an 
identification mark a non-display area at a periphery and near a corner of the substrate, 
so that the identification mark can be readily viewed from the surface and thus control of 
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product such as process control and reliability control is sufficiently achieved, as per the 
teachings of Noguchi. 

The AAPA described in page 3, lines 6-9 also discose the use of a transparent 
conductive layer over the color filter. 

Further, since the method of manufacturing the color filter substrate is merely a 
list of forming each component and each component must be formed to make the 
device, the method of manufacturing would be inherent to the device. 

Accordingly, claims 1, 10, 1 1, 16, 17 and 26 would have been obvious. 

As to claims 2-4 and 18-20, the AAPA described in the present application 
discloses in page 4, lines 5-1 1 that the black matrix (33) includes chrome or chrome and 
chrome oxide double layer or resin having carbon. 

As to claims 5-7 and 21-23, Noguchi shows in Fig. 5 that the identification mark 
includes a sign and a character wherein the character includes an alphabet and a 
number. 

As to claims 8, 9, 24 and 25, using the identification mark for storing information 
such as manufacturer, color filter type, fabrication method and black matrix type is 
within the level of ordinary skill in the art and thus would have been obvious to optimize 
the usage of the identification mark. 

As to claim 12, using an overcoat between the transparent conductive layer and 
the color filter is common and known for several reasons such as to protect the color 
filter from any contamination and thus would have been obvious. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 and 16-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tarifur R Chowdhury whose telephone number is (703) 
308-41 15. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:30-5:00) Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert H. Kim can be reached on (703) 305-3492. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-7005 
for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 



1782. 
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